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Discussi on of Neuos 

I. Burfemd fails to describe or suggest ail of the features of indep endent claim s I, f x 
a nd 19, and therefore fails to an ticipate these claims and t he claims that depend from 
then. 

Barfeirai tails to describe or suggest "targetin g rules designating at least a target 
geographic location and at least one of a target type of access device or a target typo ofsaftwarc 
and ap plying the targeting rules to the co ntext infor mation to id e ntify a subset of the one or mo re 
o nline us ers that are associated with the target geographic location and who employ at least one 
of the target type of access device or the target type of softwares" as recited in claim 1 and 
similarly recited in claims 1 5 and 19. Rather, Burfemd describes a system in which a user is first 
identified, and then a device or software type associated with that user is determined. 
Specifically, Burfemd describes a system that gathers natural- phenomenological data arsd 
personal preferences of the subscriber. Col. 3, lines 1 -S. The personal preferences of the 
subscriber include the subscriber'' s activities and the geographic locations of the activities, 
calendar infbrrnatiori of the subscriber and modes of delivery. Col. 3„ lines 4.--S. 

The system uses the persona! preferences of the subscribers such as the subscriber's 
activities, to generate naUiral-phenomenoIogical data that is particularly useful to the subscriber. 
Col. 1 0. lines 1 3-19 and lines 44-53 (stating the system "generates for a subscriber who has 
indicated in his. her dynamic personal preferences that sailing is an activity of the subscriber, . . [a 
message indicating] the winds for sailing tomorrow will be 10-12 knots""*. Once the system 
generate,*: the personalized uatural-phenomcnoiogleal data, the system delivers the natural- 
phenonienologicai data to the output device identified by the subscriber in the personal 
preferences, Id. (slating the system routes the personalized natural -phenomenologica! 
information to the subscriber based on the subscriber's output device). 

In the final Office Action and during the interview, the Examiner asserted that, in 
Burfeiod, the personal preferences of each subscriber stored in the personal preference database 
42b of FIG. 4 comprises the targeting rules, and as such, the targeting rules include target 
geographic location of the user and a target type of access device or a target type of software 
modes of delivery. Final Office Action at page 3, lines 16-17. Even assuming, arguendo, that 
this assertion ls correct, Burfemd still fails to describe or suggest applying the targeting rules to 
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U.c „oi*c\; i 'ft. *raivi to >xtifyu subset of one or more online users-, as .recited in claim 1 and 
similarly recited in claims 15 and 19. 

Instead, as clearly shown, and described with respect To PIG. 4 of Bnrfelnd, the Burfeind's 
system first identities a user, accesses personal preferences for the identified user, and 
subsequently generates a message based on the personal preferences oft.be identified user. Only 
then will the system retrieve an identification of the output device of the subscriber from the 
personal preferences to route the message to that device. Col. 10, lines 12-19 and col 10, line 44 
to coi. 1 i. line 22 (stating after the personalize message is generated "the multimedia device 
interface 480 retrieves the identification of the output devices) 481 of the subscriber from the 
personal preferences database"). As such, the system in Burfemd does not use targeting rules 
designating a target type of access device or a target type of software to identify a subset of one 
or more online users and. instead, uses an identified subscriber to determine the access device to 
which the personalized message should be routed. 

Accordingly. Burfeind fails to describe or suggest "'targeting rules designating at least a 
target geographic location and at least one of a target type of access device or & target type of 
software and applying the targeting rules to the context information to identify a subset of the 
one or more online users that are associated with the target geographic location and who employ 
at least one of the target type of access device or the target, type of software;' as recited in claim 
1 and similarly recited in claims 15 and 19. 

For at least these reasons, Applicants request reconsideration and withdraw al of the 
rejections of claims 1,15, and 19, along with their dependent claims. 

In view of the above, all of the claims should he in condition for allowance. A formal 
notice of allowance is thus respectfully requested. 
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